To: USPTO: MAIL STOI^ Pa^e of 17 * 



2005-08-24 14:18:18 (GMT) 



1-410-510-1433 From: Thomas M. Isaacson 



FAX COVER SHEET 



Berry & Associates, P.C. 
Customer Number: 49632 
9255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 810 
Los Angeles, CA 90069 
Phone: (310) 247-2860 
Fax: (310) 247-2864 



RECEIVED 
CEWTRAL FAX CENTER 

AUG 2 4 2005 



Date/Time: 2005-08-24 14:22:28 GMT 

To Fascimile Nimber: 15712738300 

Attention: USPTO: MAIL STOP AF 

Company : usPTO 

App. No. 09/965,374; Docket No. Palm-3612 
Cover Message : 

Please find, attached a response In tlie 
above-referenced case . 

Respectfully submitted. 

Berry & Associates, P.C. 



This message contains PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL ATTORNEY 
CLIENT INFORMATION AND/OR ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT exclusively for 
intended recipients. Please DO NOT FORWARD OR DISTRIBUTE to 
anyone else. If you have received this fascimile in error, 
please call (4i0) 414-3056 to report the error and then destroy 
all the pages of the fascimile. 



PAGE 1/3 * RCVD AT 8/24/2005 10:18:14 AM [Eastern DayligMt Time] * 8VR:U&PTO-EFXRF-6/27 * DNI8:2738300 * C&ID: 1-410^10-1433 * DURATION (mm-GS):02-12 



To: USPTO: MAIL STOP AF Page''l6 of 17 * 



2005-08-24 14:18:18 (GMT) 



1-410-510-1433 From: Thomas M. Isaacson 



Application/Conlro! Number: 09/965^74 Docket No.: PALM-3612 

Art Unit: 2127 

Applicant agrees with the Examiner that Reiffin does not teach that the set of 

registered services may be dynamically updated. However, the Exsiminer asserts that Burns 

teaches dynamically updating the set of registered services at col. 2, lines 5-19. Applicant 

respectfully submits that Burns does not teach this feature and therefore claims 23 and 24 are 

patentable. First, claim 23 recites the step of cycling through a set of pre-assigned time slices 

to schedule a set of tasks comprising a background task and a foreground task, each of the 

tasks assigned to one of the time slices wherein scheduling of the background task is 

independent from the scheduling of the foreground task. These set of tasks comprise the 

background task and the foreground task that are assigned to time slices. Before discussing 

the rest of claim 23, we'll cite lines 5 - 19 of column 2 of Burns: 

A first thread having a background task to be executed passes a background task 
reference to a background processor having a thread which executes background 
tasks* The background processor includes a pending task structure and an active task 
structure. The first thread invokes a function, or method, of the background processor 
to insert the background task reference into the pending task structure. Periodically, 
the background processor examines the pending task structure to determine if 
background tasks have been registered for execution. Upon determining that one or 
more references exist in the pending task structure, the background processor moves 
the references from the pending task structure to the active task structure. The 
background processor reads the active task structure and executes the background 
tasks in the same thread via the references. Burns, Col. 2, lines 5-19. 

Clearly Burns here discusses the pending task structure and the active task structure 
for management by the background processor. Now, the rest of claim 23 does not discuss 
tasks but discusses the set of registered services. Applicant respectftilly submits that 
inasmuch as Bums is discussing a first thread and a background processor for processing 
"background tasks," that this differs from the scheduling of a service manager of a "set of 
services recited in claim 23. Notably, claim 23 goes on to claim the step of scheduling 
execution of a service manager operating on the background thread wherein this step further 
comprises 1) the service manager scheduling a set of services that are registered therewith for 
execution within its time slice, wherein the set of registered services may be dynamically 
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updated and 2) the service manager allocating a data presence to each of the set of services 
registered therewith. 

Applicant submits that col. 2, lines 5 - 19 of Bums do not teach the limitation of the 
scheduling execution of the service manager because the service manager schedules a set of 
services , the set of registered services being dynamically updated. Applicant submits that the 
scheduled services are clearly different from background tasks. The background tasks are 
different features in claim 23 and are not the features that are "dynamically updated." In 
Burns, the portion cited by the Examiner relates to the pending and active task structures, 
which in the context of claim 23 is different from the set of registered services. 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that the combination of Reiflfin and Bums fails to 
teach each limitation of claim 23. Therefore, claim 23 and dependent claim 24 are patentable 
and in condition for allowance. 

CONCLUSION 

Having addressed all rejections, Applicant respectfully submits that the subject 
application is in condition for allowance and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any necessary fees (or credit any 
overpayments) associated with this communication and which may be required to Deposit 
Account No. 50-3102, referencing Attorney Docket No. PALM-3612. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Date: August 24, 2005 By: /Thomas M. Isaacson/ 

Correspondence Address: Thomas M. Isaacson 

Customer No. 49632 Attorney for Applicants 

Reg. No. 44,166 
Phone: 410-414-3056 
Fax No.: 410-510-1433 
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